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PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Sir: 

Applicant respectfully requests review of the final rejection of claims 1 
through 6 of the present application. No amendments are being presented with 
this request. This request is being filed concurrently with a Notice of Appeal. 
Claims 1 through 6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being unpatentable 
over Nau, "Time Series Forecasting in Statgraphics", 2002 (hereinafter referred to 
as Nau), in view of D. Bunn and A. Vassilopoulos, "Comparison of seasonal 
estimation methods in multi-item short-term forecasting", 1999, Elsevier, 
International Journal of Forecasting, Vol. 15; pages 431-443 (hereinafter referred 
to as Bunn). 
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Rejection of claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
The rejection of claims 1 through 6 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nau in view of Bunn is respectfully traversed. 

Independent claim 1 includes the step of providing computer readable 
program code to a processor to perform the steps of: 

comparing historical weekly sales data for one of said plurality of 
products obtained from said data warehouse with each one of said seasonal 
models stored within said computer storage device; 

for each comparison between the historical weekly sales data for 
said one of said plurality of products and one of said seasonal models, 
calculating a variance; and 

associating said one of said plurality of products with the seasonal 
model having the smallest variance associated therewith. 

Nau was cited as teaching the above steps. Applicant respectfully 
disagrees. Nau does not teach the steps of "comparing historical weekly sales data 
for one of said plurality of products obtained from said data warehouse with each 
one of said seasonal models stored within said computer storage device;" "for each 
comparison between the historical weekly sales data for said one of said plurality 
of products and one of said seasonal models, calculating a variance;" and 
"associating said one of said plurality of products with the seasonal model having 
the smallest variance associated therewith." 

The Statgraphics system described in Nau can be used to analyze time- 
series data and compare the series data to multiple statistical forecasting models, 
such as a Linear Trend model, a Random Walk model, Exponential Smoothing 
models, and ARIMA (autoregressive integrated moving average) models. These 
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forecasting models utilized within the Statgraphics application are not equivalent 
to the seasonal profiles or models generated by the Teradata DCM application as 
described in the specification and recited in the claims of the present application. 
The seasonal profiles described in the specification and recited in the claims of the 
present application each represent a seasonal selling pattern for a product or group 
of products calculated specifically for the product or group of products from 
historical sales data. The forecasting models utilized within the Statgraphics 
application are mathematical or statistical models which are not calculated from 
product sales data. 

It is not seen that Nau teaches or suggests a process for "comparing 
historical weekly sales data for one of said plurality of products obtained from said 
data warehouse with each one of said seasonal models stored within said computer 
storage device;" "for each comparison between the historical weekly sales data for 
said one of said plurality of products and one of said seasonal models, calculating 
a variance;" and "associating said one of said plurality of products with the 
seasonal model having the smallest variance associated therewith." It is 
accordingly believed that independent claim 1 , and claims 2 and 3 which depend 
from claim 1, each recite an invention which is patentable over the cited 
references. 

Independent claim 4 includes limitations corresponding to those identified 
above in the discussion of the rejection of claim 1 . For the reasons provided 
above, it is also believed that independent claim 4, and claims 5 and 6 which 
depend from claim 4, each recite an invention which is patentable over the cited 
references. 
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In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is believed that the 
application including claims 1 through 6 is in condition for allowance. Early and 
favorable action is respectfully requested. 



Intellectual Property Section 
Law Department 
Teradata Corporation 
2835 Miami Village Drive 
Miamisburg, Ohio 45342 

Tel. No. (937) 242-4727 
Fax No. (937) 439-0693 



Respectfully submitted, 




James M. Stover 
Reg. No. 32,759 
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